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DETAILED ACTION 

This action is responsive to the amendments received on 5/5/06. Claims 1 1 and 
25 have been canceled. Claims 1, 15, 29 and 30 have been amended. Claim 35 has 
been newly added. Accordingly, claims 1-10, 12-24, and 26-35 are pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

2. Claims 1-3, 5, 8-10 and 12-17, 19, 22-24 and 26-34 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Maslov (US Patent No 6,583,673). 

As to claim 1, Maslov teaches a method for monitoring multiple online resources 
in different formats, the method comprising the steps: identifying an online resource to 
monitor, the online resource being stored in a first format, the online resource in the first 
format including data in a non-strict architectural structure; (Abstract; figs 2-4; col 3, 
lines 25-40; col 4, lines 40-65) 

converting the online resource to a strict formatted file, wherein data in the first 
format of the online resource is converted into a strict architectural structure in the strict 
formatted file; (Abstract; figs 2-4; col 3, lines 25-40 (XSLT can be used to convert HTML 
to XML and vice versa); col 4, lines 40-65) 
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identifying relevant data based on the strict architectural structure of the data in 
the strict formatted file using an analytic parser, and determining whether the identified 
relevant data has been altered, (figs 2-4; col 3, lines 25-40; col 4, lines 40-65; col 6, 
lines 5-13) 

and comparing the identified relevant data to a most recent archived copy of the 
identified relevant data, (fig 1; col 4, lines 41-53) 

Claims 15, 30 and 35 are rejected for essentially being the system for the method 
taught in claim 1. 

Claim 29 is rejected for essentially being a method as taught in claim 1 except 
that data has been remotely updated, a limitation that is taught by Maslov. (fig 6; col 11, 
lines 4-39) 

As to claims 2 and 16, Maslov teaches the method of claim 1 and the system of 
claim 15 wherein the online resource is a HyperText Markup Language application, (col 
12, lines 35-41) 

As to claim 3, Maslov teaches the method of claim 1 and that the online resource 
is a non-HyperText Markup Language application, (col 4, lines 47-52) 
Claim 17 is rejected on similar grounds as claim 3 above. 
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As to claim 5, Maslov teaches the method of claim 1 and that an Extensible Style 
Sheet Transform is used to convert the online resource to the strict formatted file.(col 3, 
lines 25-39) 

Claim 19 is rejected on similar grounds as claim 5 above. 

As to claim 8, Maslov teaches the method of claim 1 and that the strict formatted 
file is a document object model of the online resource, (col 2, lines 46-50) 
Claim 22 is rejected on similar grounds as claim 8 above. 

As to claims 9 and 23, Maslov teaches the method and system of claims 1 and 
15 and that the analytic parser being a script.(col 6, lines 5-13) 

As to claims 10 and 24, Maslov teaches the method of claim 9 and the system of 
claim 23 teaches the script identifying relevant data via markers within the strict 
formatted file, (col 4, lines 41-53) 

As to claims 12 and 26, Maslov teaches a method of claim 1 1 and a system of 
claim 15 further comprising the step of storing the identified relevant data within a 
database, (fig 1; col 4, lines 41-53) 
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As to claims 13 and 27, Maslov teaches the method of claim 1 and the system of 
claim 15 and automatically notifying a user when the identified relevant data has 
changed (abstract; col 4, lines 53-65). 

As to claims 14 and 28, Maslov teaches a method of claim 1 and the system of 
claim 15 further comprising the step of automatically updating a database, (col 4, lines 
40-65) 

As to claims 31-34, Maslov teaches identifying relevant data in the strict 
formatted file comprises identifying data flags or identifiers in the strict architectural 
structure to identify the relevant data, (col 4, lines 40-65) 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 4, 6, 7, 18, 20, and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Maslov (US Patent No 5,946,697) and further in view of Helgeson et 
al (US Patent No 6643652). 
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As to claim 4, Maslov teaches the method of claim 3 further comprising the step 
of converting the online resource wherein converting the online resource to the strict 
formatted file comprises converting the HTML application to the strict formatted file. 

However, Maslov does not explicitly indicate converting from the non-hypertext 
markup language application to a hyper text markup language application to a 
HyperText Markup Language application. 

Helgeson teaches converting from the non-hypertext markup language 
application to a hyper text markup language application to a HyperText Markup 
Language application. More specifically, Helgeson teaches transformations from XML 
to html, pdf, xml, wml, xhtml, etc and vice versa through the use of XSL/XSLT (col 49, 
lines 55-64; col 50, lines 43-67). 

It would have been obvious for one with ordinary skill in the art to incorporate the 
teachings of Helgeson into those of Maslov to make the system more flexible. Flexibility 
of a system can be achieved through the integration of disparate business applications 
enabling modular interconnection of systems containing data import, export and event 
monitoring and reporting facilities which are protocol independent. (Helgeson Col 2, 
lines 35-50) Furthermore, languages like xml and html are more formally referred to a 
standard generalized markup languages and conform to a particular document type 
definition where most elements have start tags followed by some content and an end 
tag. 

Claim 18 is rejected on similar grounds as claim 4 above. 
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As to claim 6, Maslov teaches the method of claim 1 but does not explicitly 
indicate the strict formatted file is an Extensible Markup Language application. 

Helgeson teaches a method to manage data exchange among systems in a 
network by translating data from a system specific local format to a generic interchange 
format and vice versa. More specifically, Helgeson teaches transformations from XML 
to html, pdf, xml, wml, xhtml, etc and vice versa through the use of XSL/XSLT (col 49, 
lines 55-64; col 50, lines 43-67). 

It would have been obvious for one with ordinary skill in the art to incorporate the 
teachings of Helgeson into those of Maslov to make the system more flexible. Flexibility 
of a system can be achieved through the integration of disparate business applications 
enabling modular interconnection of systems containing data import, export and event 
monitoring and reporting facilities which are protocol independent. (Helgeson Col 2, 
lines 35-50) Furthermore, languages like xml and html are more formally referred to a 
standard generalized markup languages and conform to a particular document type 
definition where most elements have start tags followed by some content and an end 
tag. 

Claim 20 is rejected on similar grounds as claim 6 above. 

As to claim 7, Maslov teaches the method of claim 1 but does not explicitly 
indicate the strict formatted file is an Extensible HypterText Markup Language 
application. 
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Helgeson teaches a method to manage data exchange among systems in a 
network by translating data from a system specific local format to a generic interchange 
format and vice versa. More specifically, Helgeson teaches transformations from XML 
to html, pdf, xml, wml, xhtml, etc and vice versa through the use of XSL/XSLT (col 49, 
lines 55-64; col 50, lines 43-67). 

It would have been obvious for one with ordinary skill in the art to incorporate the 
teachings of Helgeson into those of Maslov to make the system more flexible. Flexibility 
of a system can be achieved through the integration of disparate business applications 
enabling modular interconnection of systems containing data import, export and event 
monitoring and reporting facilities which are protocol independent. (Helgeson Col 2, 
lines 35-50) Furthermore, languages like xhtml and html are more formally referred to a 
standard generalized markup languages and conform to a particular document type 
definition where most elements have start tags followed by some content and an end 
tag. 

Claim 21 is rejected on similar grounds as claim 7 above. 

Response to Arguments 

5. Applicant's arguments filed have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. Applicant argues in substance that A), Maslov does not teach comparing 
the identified relevant data to a most recent archived copy of the identified relevant data 
to determine a change and B), Maslov requires any monitored resource to be a 
structured online document. 
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6. In response to A), Maslov teaches that a most recent digest is kept of all relevant 
data. The digests are then compared to recently acquired fragments that represent the 
relevant data of interest. If the two digests are not the same, the content has been 
modified and a change has occured. If the change has occurred, the digest is replaced 
with the current digest. Thus, Maslov still meets the scope of the limitation as currently 
claimed. 

7. In response to B), It is true that Maslov requires the use of documents such as 
"HTML, XML, SGML," etc. Examiner maintains that Maslov teaches those limitations 
presented by the applicants and positively claimed. Thus the rejection is in accordance 
with the claimed invention. Claim 2 clearly specifies that the online resource that is 
monitored is an HTML file. Claim 1 states that the online resource is in a non-strict 
architectural structure. Therefore, the HTML (a non-strict structured document by 
applicant's contention) is taught by Maslov. Claim 6 further states that the strict 
formatted file is XML. Therefore, Masolv not only teaches the limitation of claim 1 , but 
also of dependent claims 2 and 6. 

8. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
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extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 



9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Asad M. Nawaz whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
3988. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8-4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Saleh Najjar can be reached on (571 ) 272-4006. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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